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SUBSTANCE OF THE EVIDENCE 


THE CORPORATION OF LONDON. 


HE inſtitution of a new Corporation, with powers to make Wet 
Docks, Baſons, Cuts, and other Works, upon the banks of the 
Thames, and inveſting it, in many inſtances, with juriſdiction over its 
Soil and over its Waters, is a violent infringement of the antient rights, pri- 
vileges, and authorities of the Citizens of London, who, time out of mind, 


have excluſively exerciſed, by their Mayor, the whole conſervatorial autho- 
rity over that River: 


The Corporation reſpectfully ſubmit, 

FirsT.—That the whole conſervatorial power over the Thames, 
its wharfs, its banks, and its ſhores, have been excluſively veſted 
in the Citizens of London, from the moſt remote periods of 
the Britiſh hiſtory, and that it ſtands confirmed to them by 
Charters, Ads of Parliament, judicial deciſions, and uniform 
and uninterrupted uſage. 


A 2 SECONDLY. 
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SECONDLY,—That, conſiſtent with every ſacred principle and 

maxim of the Britiſh Conſtitution, thoſe Charters cannot be 

| revoked, ſuperceded, or violated, but 1 in the caſe of AN ABUSE 
OF THEIR POWERS, or of PUBLIC NECESSITY “. 


Tux DIY. That the Wapping Dock Bill, which propoſes their 
revocation, ſuperceſſion, or violation, is not a meaſure of pub- 


lic neceſſity ; but, on the contrary, that it is a meaſure of deep 
public impolicy. 


The Evidence which has been adduced has been printed; and the Cor- 
poration of London take the liberty to point out thoſe parts, which, under 
their reſpective heads, ſupport the above propoſitions, 


It is to be obſerved, that the Evidence from page 1 to 46, compriſes that 
which was received in the ſeſſion of 1797; and from 47 to 58, that which has 
been received in the preſent ſeſſion. There is ſome part of the Evidence of 


1797, which the Corporation of London would not, of courſe, have thought 
it neceſſary to put in under their preſent circumſtances, now that, in conjunc- 
tion with the Weſt India Planters and Merchants, they are ſoliciting for a 
Bill to eſtabliſh a Dock for loaded Weſt Indiamen in the Ifle of Dogs; but 


they thought it more adviſeable to put the whole of the Evidence of 1797 
in before the Honourable Committee of the Houſe of Commons, as Evi- 


* Charters ought never to be invaded except when the Public Safety calls for their alteration— 
Charters are ſacred things, on them depend property, franchiſes, and every thing that is dear to 
_ Engliſhmen, and wantonly to invade them would be to unhinge the Conſtitution and throw the 
State into Anarchy and Confuſion. lä ide Debrett's Parliamentary Reg ier, Debate on the India. 
Bill, May 18, 1784. 


dence 


9 
dence of this ſeſſion, than riſk the imputation of having kept back from 


the Houſe. a angle e which could convey information to its 
nnn 


THE EVIDENCE PRODUCED UNDER THE FIRST HEAD, VIDELICET:; 


THE ANTIQUITY AND EXTENT OF THEIR CONSERVATORIAL POWERS, 
PROVES THEM TO BE ESTABLISHED 


By Preſcription. 

By ancient Charters. 

By Atts of Parliament. 
By ancient Law Authorities. 

By uniform and uninterrupted Uſage. 


PRESCRIPTION. 


In page 90, of the printed Minutes of Evidence, appears the Confeſſion 
of the King's Attorney General, recorded in the Court of Exchequer, as to 
the extent of the powers and authorities claimed by the Citizens; that they 
had enjoyed them time out of mind, and the conſequent Judgment in their 
favour againſt the King. Exchequer, Trinity Term, 3 James, ex parte the 
King's Remembrancer. 


CHARTERS. 


Under this head appears (page 3) the Charter of 15 Car. II. 24 June 166g, 
which is a Charter of Confirmation, and which recites preceding Charters, 
from g Richard I. 14th July 1196, and particularly that of 3 James I. ad of 
angus 1606. This Charter ſeems to have followed the judgment before 

ſtated, 
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ſtated, and re-grants and confirms the Conſervatorial powers and authorities 
of the Mayor and Commonalty of London, over the Thames, from Staines 
to the Sea, and in the Port of London, and upon whatſoever bank, fhore, 


or wharf of the ſaid water of Thames, within the limits and bounds 
aforeſaid. 


ACTS OF PARLIAMENT, 


| Theſe are ſubſtantially ſet forth in pages 41 and 42. 


The 17 Richard II. cap. 9. gives to the Mayor and Commonalty, Con- 
ſervation of the Statutes relating to the Thames; and enacts, that they ſhall 
have the puniſhments nt pertaining to the King, his Majeſty having 
aſſented thereto. | 


The 4th Henry VII. cap. 15. adds to their aforeſaid Conſervation and 


authority, a juriſdiction over all the iſſues, breaches, and 1 en 
as far as the water ebbeth and floweth, Ac. 


f iP 4 FT 


* © The yore dings VIII. cap. eee eee the 
Thames, or on its walls. or banks, under certain penalties, a moiety of which 
is payable to the King, and the other moiety to the Mayor and Common- 
alty of London, to be recovered by the ſaid Mayor and Commonalty. 


The 14th George IH. cap. 91. recites the ſubſtance of their Charters, 
and of preceding Acts of Parliament, and copying che emphatic language 
of the Charter of James, recognizes and confirms the Conſervatorial powers 
and authorities of the Mayor, Commonalty, and Citizens of London over 

the 
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the Thames, from Staines to the Sea, AND UPON WHATSOEVER BANK, 
AND UPON EVERY SHORE, AND UPON EVERY WHARF OF THE 841 
WATER OF THAMES. 


REPORTS AND ANCIENT AUTHORITIES. | 


Theſe are ern to in page 92— Thou gh after the judgment on the 
quo warranto, ſtated in the preceding page, they were hardly neceſſary to 
introduce, 1 it may not, however, be amiſs. to add an extract from Stowe 8 
Survey, quoted in page 91, which ſays, ſpeaking of the Citizens of London, 
* Not only the water of Thames, with the fiſh therein, belong to the City, 
but the Soil and Ground under it is theirs alſo, being given to them by 
* former Kings of this land, as appears from a writing in Queen Elizabeth's. 
days; found among the manuſcripts of the Lord Treaſurer Burleigh, 
«* proving the ſea lands and ſalt ſhores thereof, to be the Queen's property, 
wherein are-theſe words alfo: for proof of the Prince's intereſt in rivers 
flowing from the ſea, the Thames and Conſervation thereof, was not only 

* grven to the City of London, but by their ſpecial ſuit, the King gave 
© therewith: all the ground and ſoil under the ſame, whereupon: if any that 
* hath a houſe or land adjoining, do make a. Strand, Stairs, or ſuch like, they. 


© pay forthwith a rent to the City of London, how high ſoever they be 
above the low water mark, . is the Prince's intereſt in all rivers chat ebb 
ad flow,—Vol. I. page 33. 


And this is ph * Sir Matthew Hale, who! in his Treaiſe De * 


Maris, ſhows from various patents and acts of Parliament, che entire ji juriſdic- 


tion over the Thames to be in the City of London. vide Hargrave's Law 
Tracts, page 23 to 25, 


THE 


"LE 


„ ux UNIFORM EXERCISE OF SUCH RIGHT, © Om! 
Appears in pages 92 to 112—Which exhibit a number of inſtances of 
convictions reſpecting the mooring and navigating ſhips in the river, (which 
is that preciſe kind of offence, the juriſdiction and puniſhment whereof is now 
ſought to be wreſted from the City of London,) together with a ſeries of 
inſtances of the undiſputed exerciſe of the authorities which the Citizens of 
London claim. 


Likewiſe inſtances of licences granted for different works, cuts, and erec- 
tions, in and about the Thames, from which it Pont, that among other 
perſons, who l 


uE HONOU RABLE THE ; COMMISSIONERS OF HIS MAJESTY" 8 NAVY 


ſolicited for, and obtained, an addition to His Majeſty's s naval-yard at 
Woolwich, by extending the Wharf nearer to low-water mark, in 
order to form a maſt. pond, and maſt. houſes, for the better carrying 
on the public ſervice; and a grant thereof paſt under the ſeal of the 


un 


: Allo: : Arth wort no [ © | 

THE PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF HIS'MAJESTY'S OFFICE OF ORDNANCE ;' 
THE COMMISSIONERS FOR VICTUALLING HIS MAJESTY'S NAVY; and, 
THE CORPORATION OF THE TRINITY HOUSE; 


ſeverally applied for, and now hold, under the licence of the Corporation, 
ſimilar accommodation, upon payment of ſmall annual reſerved rents, as 
acknowled gments of the City's right. 
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In addition to the above, from page 43 to page 46, is occupied with fur- 
cher inſtances of the exerciſe of ſuch right, extending through a period of 
more than two hundred years. 


AS TO THE SECOND PROPOSITION, VIDELICET: 


THE INVIOLABILITY OF THE CHARTERS OF 'THE CITIZENS 
OF LONDON, UNLESS IN THE CASE OF ABUSE OF THEIR 
POWERS OR OF PUBLIC NECESSITY. 


An abuſe of their powers has not even been inſinuated, much eſs 
charged; indeed if it had, it would have given the Corporation an oppor- 
tunity of preſenting to the Houſe ſuch a hiſtory of patriotic exertion 


and public ſervice, as could not have failed to have ſecured them the 
protection of the Britiſh Parliament; and among other inſtances they could 


have ſtated, that in the year 1776 the Corporation expended H. 10,000 of 
their revenue in the improvement of the navigation of the River Thames 
within their juriſdiction ; and, by a vote of the Court of Common Coun- 
cil, the rents reſerved to the Corporation for the extenſion of Wharfs, &c. 
(which excecd . 500 per annum, ) are appropriated to the ſame purpoſes. 


The argument of Public Neceſſity is immediately involved in the third 


propoſition offered by the City of London, they, therefore, proceed to 
ihow, 
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THE IM POLICY AND INEFFICACY OF THE PROPOSED PLAN 
FOR WET DOCKS IN WAPPING, 


The evidence which the City has produced for this purpoſe is compriſed 
under four heads; and thoſe principally apply to the local ſituation of the 
propoſed Docks, videlicet : 


Additional Delay to Commerce, 
Peril of Fire. 
Enormous Expence, and conſequent Tonnage Duty. 


Inacceſſibility of the Docks to the oy and moſt valuable part of the 
Trade of the Port. 


The Corporation were likewiſe prepared to ſhow, by the evidence of per- 
ſons the moſt competent to judge, namely, the practical Officers of the 
Cuſtoms ſuperintending the 1mports, that the allegation in the Bill, which 
promiſes increaſed ſafety to the revenue, is as fallacious as the others; and 
that the propoſed, or any Docks, receiving promiſcuouſiy the trade of the 
Port, would, in fact, amount to a comparatively ſafe harbour for ſmuggling 
and plunderage, the facilities for which they would produce and ſecure : 
But the Committee were of opinion that the City of London were not 
entitled to adduce this evidence under their petition. It will appear, how- 
ever, from the evidence adduced by the Corporation of London, and the 
Weſt India Planters and Merchants, under the Bill which they are now 
| jointly ſoliciting, that though the Revenue and the Merchant may be ren- 
dered far more ſecure than at preſent, in a limited dock, where the articles, 


though extremely valuable and extenſive as to quantity, are but few in number 
(as 


11 


(as in the Weſt India Trade;) yet th: t the direct converſe of the propoſi- 


tion muſt apply to Docks which are unlimited as to the trades they 


are to receive. 


ADDITIONAL DELAY TO COMMERCE. 


This evidence 1s confined to the delay attendant upon large and loaded 
Ships coming up the River ſo high as the propoſed Docks, ſhould they be 
induced to adventure it, and the probable delay in getting back through 
the Pool to Blackwall, when outward bound : For it is to be obſerved, that 
the time required to unload Ships, will be nearly the ſame in the Dock 
or in the Stream, if under the ſame regulations; this appears from the evi- 
dence of Mr. Lucas, page 4, and Mr. LuDdLam, page 24.—What difference 


there is, they, as well as the Commiſſioners of the Cuſtoms, give in favour 
of the Stream, 


It is manifeſt from the ſeveral parties, whoſe evidence will appear under 
the head of navigation of the Pool, or acceſſibility of the propoſed Docks, 
that many days may elapſe in waiting for ſpring tides, before large Ships 
can venture to break ground at Deptford, in order to attempt the paſſage of 
the Pool; and Meſlrs. STALKER and Woop, Trinity pilots, not only ſtate 


this (page 53) but add, that they have been frequently detained eight, ten, 


and fourteen days, for weather, to get back only from the Pool to Blackwall, 
when outward bound. 


PERIL OF FIRE. 


Upon this head were called Mr. STOXESTREET, managing director of 
the Phoenix Fire Office; and Mr. Warrs of the Sun Fire Office, and 
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WILLIA Mea, deputy foreman of the Phoenix. But it appearing that 
Mr. STONESTREET, in his character of a joint proprietor of a ſufferance 
wharf, had ſigned a petition againſt the Bill, his evidence was objected to 
by the Counſel on the other fide; fortunately, however, for the pubhe, that 
gentleman's evidence in 1796, is to be found in the printed Report, page 
122.—The teſtimony of theſe witneſſes is confirmed by Mr. Lucas (pages 
12 and 19.) Indeed the printed Report of 1796 admits, that all fecurity 
muſt depend on precautionary meaſures ; and the Commiſſioners of the 
Cuſtoms ſay (page 72) that looking to the poſſibility of this dreadful calamity, 
they regard ſecurity againſt fire as the firſt and moſt important point; and 
earneſtly recommend the ſite of a Dock the moſt removed from buildings, 


and the moſt ſhut up and incloſed from the intruſion of perſons not having 
bufineſs to tranſact in them. How far this deſcription applies to docks 


formed like the propoled Wapping Docks, in the very heart of population, 
amidſt innumerable habitations, many of them abutting upon their very 
walls, and inevitably expoſed, from the nature of a promiſcuous trade, io the 
daily viſits of thouſands of perſons, may eaſily be judged of. Many (if 
not the greater part) of ſhips from the French, Dutch, Flemiſh, and Ger- 
man coaſts, are known to have upwards of a hundred conſignees. 


ENORMOUS EXPENCE AN D CONSEQUENT TONNAGE DUTY 
TO DEFRAY THE SAME. 


Thoſe who take the trouble to conſult the map of London, as to the local 
ſtation of the propoſed Docks, and conſider the populous and flouriſhing 
ſtreets that muſt be cut through, and the prodigious number of houſes that 

mult 
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muſt be purchaſed (about two thouſand in number) in order to be taken 
down, will not be ſurprized that the firſt expence, or what may be called 
the Exciufrve Eſtimate, as put in before the Committee by the Subſcribers 
themſelves, ſhould be (within a trifle) One Million ſterling! It is indeed a 
ſtriking fact, that one of the entrance baſons alone (Bell Dock) is eſtimated 
at as much as the whole plan of the Docks in the Iſle of Dogs. The cost 
of the Docks once aſcertained, the tonnage duty follows as a concluſion ; 
for the undertakers mult ultimately regulate the impoſt by the capi- 
tal to be ſunk, and not by any ſum with which the blanks in the bill may be 
filled up. Every Seſſion ſhows it to be a practice to get a bill through at 
any rate in the firſt inſtance, no matter how low they begin; parties aſſure 
themſelves that Parliament will not let adventurers sink, after embarking 
large ſums of money in public undertakings ; and the Canal undertakings 
are not the only inſtances of applications for bills to enable the adventurers 
to impoſe further dues, in order to enable them to pay off ſums of money 
borrowed, and to proceed with a work which it perhaps then becomes as 
difficult to abandon as to go on with. The only true data is therefore the 
money ſunk, and not whether the blank be filled with tonnage duty of a 
penny or a pound; the {lighteſt reference to figures will thow, that the 
whole teal foreign loaded Tonnage of the Port, ſay 300,000 at one penny 


_ 
— 
D 2 — 3 4 
— — 4 
2 » - AN 
; \ . 


1 
\ 41 
14 
* 
ö * 
2 
2 
1 
1 
81 
b 
, 
4 ö T 
= 
- o 
l 
1 
17 


— - 
EA 
— — 


ha 
0 - = — - 
>" wo 52 2 


— 
- E "x. 

= * 2 20 — 2 - 
K AIFI-OCH, - - 
J ">a a — 2 


per ton, will maintain but a capital of (. 25,000 at five per cent. while, to 
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defray a capital of two millions (which is taking the plan in queſtion under 
the mark, as will be ſhown) at 5 per cent. only, it will require an impoſt of 
of 75. per ton, within a fraction, upon the whole loaded foreign tonnage ! 
This is not anſwered by any ſuppoſition of profit ariſing from Dock Dues ; 
(that is, what may be paid by ſhips for lying in the Docks, beyond the annual 
| expence 


P 


expence of keeping up the docks,) as may be eaſily proved. Mr. Lup LA, 
p. 28, and Mr. WALKER, p. gg, calculate the keeping up the works, eſta- 
bliſhment, &c. (excluſive of intereſt of money, or dividend to ſubſcribers) 
at . 20,000 per ann. as a very moderate eſtimate, and ground their calcula- 
tions upon the expences incurred by the Liverpool docks. It is ſaid to be in- 
tended by the ſubſcribers to lay one ſhilling and nine-pence per ton on all ſhips 
coming into the Docks, by way of Dock Dues, exclusive of the Port Duty 
or General Tonnage before alluded to, the whole regular foreign tonnage 1s 
300,000 tons. It will be ſhewn under the next important head of evidence, 
that to one half of this, it will be phyſically impoſſible to reach ſo high up 
the River as the propoſed Docks, or if not phyſically impoſſible, it will be 
attended vith ſo much peril to large loaded ſhips, chat to uſe the language 
of one of the pilots (Seaton, p. 13.) — no man in his ſenſes would make the 
attempt. Suppoſe every ton of the other half, ſay 150,000, to go into the 
Docks, and pay 15. 9d. per ton; that will produce but (. 13, 125 towards 
the C. 29,000 ; ſo that it is pretty clear that no part of the capital can be 
defrayed from the profit ariſing from the Dock Dues. Still leſs to the pur- 
pole will it be to ſay, © but we do not mean to plunge at once into this im- 
« menſe undertaking, we ſhall go on fair and ſoftly, we ſhall make a ſingle 
dock or a ſmall dock firſt, and perhaps be ſatisfied with that, though we 
think it neceſſary to obtain powers equal to our largeſt ſcale.” It is pre- 
ſumed that Parliament will not endure this reaſoning, or diſcourage all other 

plans and ſpeculations for the improvement of the Port, fo loudly called 
for, while theſe gentlemen having got their bill, and their general tonnage 
duty, are deliberating at leiſure how much or how little they will do to- 
wards its relief. 


V It U 
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Wich as little ſucceſs can it be argued, that the enormous impoſt thus de- 


precated, may be avoided by the Subſcribers conſenting to receive little or 


no intereſt for their money; this would be a degree of cruelty and deception 


practiſed towards them, which Parliament will never countenance, It is 


well known that a profit of ten per cent. per annum, has been held out to the 


Subſcribers, and their anomalous characters, and the rapidity with which the 
ſubſcription was filled, ſufficiently eſtabliſhes this fact. It was reſolved at a 
public meeting, that the dividend to be paid to Subſcribers ſhould not exceed 
ten per cent. Is not the honeſt conſtruction of ſuch a reſolution the avowed 
expectation of the managers that it will amount to as much? The deſcription 
of the Subſcribers proves the ſenſe in which 1t was underſtood ; the greater 
part of themareutterly unconnefted with the Port of London, or with mercan- 
tile purſuits of any kind; they conſiſt of men of all profeſſions—Physicians, law- 
yers, and divines, women, married and Single; very many of them living in 


the remote parts of the kingdom, and whoſe only poſſible object in {ubicribing 
could be the promiſed gain. 


Indeed the principal promoters of the Wapping Dock Bill, need 
not be very anxious whether the dividend to the ſubſcribers be ten 


pounds or ten pence per cent. their own ſubſcriptions being in general very 


ſmall, and of trifling conſequence to them; and it has been underſtood that 
they mean to erect warehouſes for their individual emolument, the profits of 


which valuable branch of trade ought, in juſtice, to. go into the common - 


fund, and to be applied to. the benefit of the ſubſcribers to the Docks. It 


is well known that the profit of whar/ageat the Legal Quays and Sufferance 


'Wharks, independent of that derived from warehouſe rent, would not 


even 
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even defray the parliamentary and parochial taxes charged upon thoſe 
premiſes. „Het | 


The Corporation have thought it neceſſary to preface the Head of Ex- 
hence with theſe remarks, it being abſolutely neceſſary that the data ſhould 
be rightly underſtood, that is as follows J 


The Eſtimate delivered in by the Subſcribers is, within a trifle, One Mil- 
lion; this is, properly ſpeaking, an excluſive Eſtimate, as it profeſſedly ex- 
cludes the neceſſary excavation of the River, building of warehouſes, good- 
will to the numerous traders who muſt quit their houſes, intermediate in- 
tereſt of money, and compenſation to the various claſſes of ſufferers. When 
it is recollected that the different parties which have been already heard, have 
put in claims for compenſation exceeding a Million That the warehouſes 
which muſt be built as appendant to ſuch Docks, may be fairly eſtimated at 
Five Hundred Thouſand pounds *; and that the contingencies, intermediate 
intereſt of money, and good-will (an item which alone, under the Temple 
Bar Bill, has been proved to have amounted to 25 per cent. on the pur- 
chaſes,) muſt approach to, if not exceed, a Third Million; it cannot be thought 
but fair and moderate, indeed, to call the preſumed or :ncluſive Eflimale Two 
Millions; that is but one more than their own excluſive Eſtimate. 


The whole Foreign Tonnage, including ſhips in ballaſt, return 72 
ports, h{hing ſmacks, corn ſhips, and every deſcription of ſhipping which 
comes from abroad (tor all ſuch are entered at the Cuſtom Houle as foreign 
tonnage) is 600,000 tons. 


* Mr. Alexander, their furveyor, is of opinion that warehouſes for 30,000 logfhcads of ſugar will coſt 
/, « 200,999, 


The 
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The loaded Foreign Tonnage, however, which comes either in ſhips or 
lighters to the Legal Quays and Sufferance Wharfs, and which has 
been called in argument, by way of diſtinction, the bona fide tonnage, 
and which is admitted to be the only deſcription that is able to bear 
any tonnage duty whatever, has been fully eſtabliſhed to be about 300,000 
tons. 


Such being the data, the witneſſes who were called to the head of 
Expence and conſequent Tonnage Duty, reſpeQtable as they were, and 
much as they had ſtudied the ſubject, had little more to do than to offer 
thoſe arithmetical concluſions, which every Gentleman may as cer- 
tainly arrive at who will take the trouble to work the ſame queſtions by 
hgures. 


In order to avoid the poſſibility of cavil, the queſtions were put to theſe 
gentlemen both upon the exclufzve and imclufive Eſtimates ; and likewiſe upon 
the ſuppoſition of paying 5 per cent. to the ſubſcribers, and upon the ſuppo- 
ſition of paying the promiſed 10 per cent.; both upon the ſuppoſition of the 
Tonnage Duty being laid upon the whole Foreign Tonnage, including ſhips in 
ballaſt, return tranſports, &c. &c. &c. making 600,000 tons; and upon the 
bona fide Tonnage (which alone can pay any thing) making $00,000 tons: 
They purſued their calculations different ways; but the reſult, as far as the 
ſame data was adopted (and that varied but little) was the ſame. 


Their evidence is to be found; Mr. LupLam's in page 23 to 31; Mr. 
Walk ER's in page 31 to 34. Mr. LupLam firſt ſtates, in page 27, what 
is important to notice; videlicet, that if the propoſed Tonnage Duty ſhall 
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not exceed that at Liverpool, and it was at firſt pretended that it would 
not, that upon god, ooo tons, the - /bona fide Foreign Tonnage of the Port 
of London,) it would only yield C. 19, 300; and upon the whole 600,000 
tons, (. 27, 345: and that ſuppoſing 10 per cent. upon the capital to cover 
every poſſible diſburſement, including a dividend to Subſcribers, ſuch 
income would only maintain a capital of £'.273,450. It is obvious, there- 
fore, that the immenſe difference between that and a capital of Two 
Millions, can only be maintained by a Tonnage Duty, exceeding the Liver- 
pool dues in juſt that proportion. What that duty muſt be he ſhows as 
follows; videlicet, 


Exclukve Eſtimate One Million, ſay 3 per cent. to Subſcribers . . 50,000 
Annual Expence of Docks 20,000 
70,000 


Apply the whole Foreign Tonnage, ſay 600,000 tons, to the payment 
of this ſum, it will require a Tonnage Duty of 25. n per ton upon the 
ſame. 


Suppoſe the ſame propoſition, but paying 10 per cent. to nm. it 
will require a Tonnage Duty of 45. per ton upon the ſage. 


Incluff ve 
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Inclufive or — Eſtimate — To Millions, ſay 5, per cent. 3 
| 100 
to Subſcribers 


Annual 1 of Docks 29,000 


120,000 


Apply the whole Foreign Tonnage, ſay 600,000 tons, to the payment of 
this, it will require a Tonnage Duty of 45. per ton upon the ſame. 


Suppole the ſame proportion but paying 10 per cent. to Subſcribers, 
it will require a Tonnage Duty of 75. 44. per ton. on the whole Foreign 
Tonnage. 


Theſe rates are upon the ſuppoſition of the whole Foreign Tonnage pay- 
ing them, but as it is not pretended that they can be charged upon more 
than the 300,000 tons bona fide or loaded Tonnage—the neceſſary and 

inevitable Tonnage Duty, firſt or laſt, muſt of courſe be as follows: 


| 5. A. 
Excluſive Eſtimate. One Million . 5 per cent. to Subſcribers 4 8 per ton. 
It + ++2+2.25 ++ +++ +» + l0 percent. to Subſcribers 80 


Incluſive or preſumed Eſtimate, 
1 Two Millions, 
IK Eos ᷣͤ ͤ tacked per cent. to Subſcribers 16 o per ton! 


"4 5 per cent. to Subſcribers 8 0 


While it appears that the average duty upon the Foreign Tonnage at 
Liverpool is but 113d; yet, incredible as it may ſeem, full one half of the 
C2 Tonnage 
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Tonnage which muſt pay theſe enormous impoſts, from the nature of che 
navigation, and want of water in the Pool (as will be ſeen under the next 
head of evidence) cannot, in the general courſe of trade, come up within 
about two miles of the neareſt gate of the propoſed Docks! The whole of 
this evidence ſtands confirmed by Mr. WALKER. 

It is only neceſſary to add, under this head of Evidence, that it appears 
from Mr. W. MoxTAcvs, and others ( page 55 to 58) that the number of 
houſes to be purchaſed and taken down will be 2199, which are aſſeſſed at 
L. zoo per annum, and that the purchaſe money will be upwards of 
Five Hundred Thouſand Pounds, excluſive of GOOD W1LL. 


INACCESSIBILITY OF THE PROPOSED DOCKS TO THE GREATER AND 
MORE VALUABLE PART OF THE TRADE OF THE PORT. + 


Under this head it is neceſſary to premiſe an obſervation, which ſhould 
ſeem of itſelf concluſive with reſpect to the ſituation of the propoſed Docks, 
which is, that even admitting for argument ſake, that they were now gener- 
ally acceſſible, they cannot long continue ſo, if the River ſhall continue to 
fill up, as it has done for the laſt twenty or thirty years ; this circumſtance 
had not eſcaped the very intelligent Committee which ſat in 1796, and who 
ſay, page 12 of their Report: © To theſe and other cauſes (meaning the 
inereaſing accumulation of ſoil from the ſewers) may be attributed the 
fact vouched by witneſſes the moſt competent and intelligent (Mr. 
* NicnoLrLs, Pilot, and Mr. Lucas, Maſter Lighterman) that in their 
time the River has loſt from four to five feet depth of water at many 
* of the ſtations and tiers of ſhipping; and that ſhortly the channel mult 
be choaked up, and rendered {till leſs ſuitable to navigation, if meaſures 
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* of prevention are not adopted; not a ſingle meaſure for this pur- 
poſe is to be found in the Wapping Dock Bill; indeed, very able perſons 
doubt the poſſibility of prevention, * all yn that the annual TM 4142 
would be very great indeed. | 


There is another obſervation very important to make, and which has 
not generally occurred, though. it did not eſcape the Committee of 1796, 
which is the progreſſive increaſe of the {ze of ſhips in the Weſt India as 
well as other trades, and to which muſt be attributed their diſcharging at 
preſent ſo low down the River; it is in evidence that none of them will 
come higher than Deptford, but upon compulſion. The Report in queſ- 
tion ſays (page 3,) The mere increaſe in the number of ſhipping cannot 
* be the only concern, the increaſed dimenſions of the ſhipping will re- 
„ quire attention to their greater draught of water, and to their relative 
* ſpace ſor navigation. The general increaſe in the dimenſions of ſhipping 
appears o have been doubled within the century. Does not common 
ſenſe ſay, that in fixing a ſituation for Docks, ſome: little regard ſhould be 
A to ſuch e facts as are here ſtated ? 

The ee nodcabhilicy of the Wapping Docks a however, to be 
eſtabliſhed beyond doubt or controverſy by the following evidence: 


Marrnias LUCAS (the gentleman before mentioned) a Cuſtom 
Houle Lighterman, employed in | the River more than ſixteen years 


e Ws 


NM ARTIN Suren a Trinity Houle Pilot for A years 11 rg. 95 
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BoxnNyYWELL Chuxch, the ſame for thirty- eight years (page 15.) 


Captain DAvip Warr, a Weſt-India Captain, acquainted with the 
Navigation of the River Thames thirty-five years (page 47. 


Joux Dexrrer, Eſquire, formerly a Weſt India Captain, now a Weſt 
India Merchant, and an Elder Brother of the Trinity Houſe 
(page 49.) 


Captain David RozerTsoN, a Weſt India Captain, acquainted | 
with the Navigation of the Thames thirty years (page 50.) 


ANDREW STALKER, a Trinity Pilot, acquainted with the N avigation 
of the Thames thirty years (page 51.) 


Joun Wood, a Trinity Pilot thirty-four years, acquainted with the 
Navigation of the Thames forty odd years (page 54.) 


It is hardly poſlible to abridge evidence ſo extremely important and ſo 
deciſive of the queſtion; that of the other Gentlemen, however, is, in fact, 
a confirmation of Mr. Lucas, (page 8.) Mr. Seaton, (page 13) Captain 
Watt, (page 47) and Andrew Stalker, (page 51.) 


The ſubſtance of the whole is, that it is utterly unſafe, in the general 
courſe of trade, for loaded ſhips, drawing ſixteen feet water and upwards, 
to attempt navigating as far up the River as the propoſed Docks. That t/ree- 

 fourths of the Weſt Indiamen, both in point of number of ſhips and quantum 
of 
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of tonnage, draw ſixteen feet water and upwards, That no prudent pilot 
would attempt to bring up ſuch ſhips at any period of a neap tide. That they 
muſt wait, upon an average, eight or nine days for a ſpring tide to proceed 
from Deptford, and then depend upon moderate weather, the want of which 
might eventually detain them till the return of the neap tide again. That 
it would be highly imprudent to make the attempt even at ſpring tides; for 
though there would then be depth of water enough to carry them to Lon- 
don Bridge, yet if they miſſed gaining the Docks in one tide (which might 
frequently happen) the ſhips would probably ground, and great damage it 
not total loſs would follow, as low water at ſpring tides, is four or five feet 
lower than low water at neap tides. That the dangers and impediments in 
the navigation of the Pool, ariſe partly from natural, and partly from caſual 
cauſes. . That the natural are, ſeveral large ſhoals, and mud banks, ſpread- 
ing up and almoſt acroſs the River, the water over which is extremely 
ſhallow. The caſual are, the great number of colliers which draw as much 
water as Weſt Indiamen, that it is literally impoſſible (independent of the 
natural difficulties) either to navigate the Pool with large ſhips, or to uſe 
the Lower Dock Gate (which has the deepeſt water) without the entire 
removal. of the colliers; that it is equally impoſlible to remove them, 
there being no place between where they now uſe and Blackwall, 
where there is depth of water for their reception. (N. B. This is admitted 
by the Committee of 1796, who, at the ſame time, deprecate the idea of 
driving ſo eſſential a branch of trade ſo far off as Blackwall. Vide their 
Report, page 19.) That a ſenſe of theſe dangers induces all the Weſt 
Indiamen, which can obtain room or leave for that purpoſe, to moor at 


Deptford; that ſuch as cannot and are obliged to come to Births higher up. 
frequently 
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frequently touch the ground, and that great damage enſues, and ſometimes 
an abſolute wreck. That when fleets arrive, ſcarcely a day paſſes that one 
or more does not get aground. That the conſequence of grounding is 
always diſaſtrous, ſuch as deſtroying the ſhip's floors, breaking her back, 
&c. and ſometimes fatal—that the witneſſes have ſeen many inſtances of 
both. That they would not ſuffer a loaded ſhip of theirs, drawing fifteen 
feet water, and upwards, to come above Deptford on any account whatever, 
unleſs compelled for want of mooring room below. That almoſt the whole 
of the Weſt Indiamen and the Eaſt Country traders, draw more than four- 
teen feet water; that if ſuch ſhips attempting the Docks were to fail getting 
in the /ame tide, which might frequently happen, there is not depth of 
water for them to lie till next tide, any where about the propoſed Dock 
Gates, and that they muſt of courſe reſt upon the ground, ſubject to the 
injuries ſtated; that under no circumſtances whatever would they venture 
to navigate up to the propoſed Docks, unleſs by day-light, and that during 
the firſt and laſt quarters of the Moon, of the months from the latter end of 
October to the latter end of January, both tides are dark; that during the 
months of September, October, November, and December, there is conſide- 
rably leſs depth of water than during the fine months, from the winds. 
which prevail, and that all the inconveniences here Rtated, exiſt in a ſtill 
greater degree, when endeavouring to get from the Pool to Blackwall out- 
ward bound; ſome of the witneſſes having been detained as long as four- 
teen days in making that ſhort paſſage. 


If this body of evidence be true, the Corporation of London ſubmit that 
they have completely made out their Caſe, and ſhown that this Bill, which 
propoſes the overthrow of their ancient and ſacred rights is not founded on 


public 
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public neceſſity, but on the contrary is a meaſure of deep public impolicy, 
hazardous to the {hips which it profeſſes to protect; prodigal and enormous, 
as to expenditure, and conſequently intolerable as to the burthen it muſt 
bring upon the Port, ſo much ſo as to threaten the loſs of the Commerce it at 
preſent enjoys. (One of the witneſſes, Mr. LU DLAu, page 29, ſhows the 
conſequence of a ſimilar impoſt in America;) and laſtly, after all this im- 
menſe expenditure, the Docks are ſhown to be acceſhble but to a partial, 
and that the inferior part of the trade of the Port.—If it be madneſs and 
extravagance to lay ſuch impoſts upon thoſe ſhips which can come up as 
high in the River as the propoſed Docks, what is it towards thoſe whom 
nature prevents from approaching them! And theſe are all the Eaſt India- 
men; almoſt all the Welt Indiamen; and a great part of the Eaſt Country 
traders; theſe can derive no poſſible benefit from them, and theſe compriſe 
half the foreign trade ! 


It is impoſſible to diſmiſs this Head of Evidence without calling to 
recollection, that in 1796, the promoters of the preſent Bill for mak- 
ing Wet Docks in Wapping, introduced a bill into Parliament, fimilar 
to the preſent, except that it was accompanied with that very valu- 
able and effential appendage, a Canal of about two miles and a half, 
extending from below Blackwall through Upper Shadwell to the pro- 
poled Docks; in order to ſupport the wiſdom and neceſlity of which, they 
introduced the ſame deſcription of evidence as has been now adduced by 
the Corporation of London, and fo ſatisfactorily did they make out that 
part of their caſe, as to enable the Committee of 1796, to ſay in their 
Report to the Houſe, page 13. © In addition to complaints of the bed of 
„the Thames choaking up, your Committee have heard much of the dul- 

D advantages 
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advantages from the circuitous courſe of the River round the Iſle of 
Dogs; of its conſequent cddies and ſhoals; of changes of wind required; 
* of ſhips detained below, and of ſhips loſt in the navigation. A ſingle 
« witneſs, Mr. MELL1$H (the preſent Sheriff for London and Middleſex) 
ſtates himſelf to have had two ſhips, one of goo tons, totally loſt, the 
other of 400 tons, ſo damaged as to amount to a loſs, in making this 
* paſſage. The complaint is not irrelevant, for it admits of remedy. Many 
e of the plans of improvement ſuggeſt a direct communication between the 
„% reaches of the River, acroſs the Iſthmus of the Iſle of Dogs.” And in 
another place the ſame Committee ſays, ſpeaking of ſome propoſed arrange- 
ment, © the River thus meaſured as a dock is of inconvenient ſhape and 
proportion, of dangerous courſe, with ſtrength of tides to obviate, and 
** difficult navigation to provide for.”---What can be ſaid then for a plan, 
which impoſes upon half the commerce of the Port this alternative, that 
they ſhall either contribute by a ruinous impoſt to maintain a capital of 
two millions ſterling, without any poſſible advantage to themſelves, or 
attempt with their immenſely valuable cargoes, this © dangerous courſe,” 
contend with this © ſtrength of tides,” and encounter the perils of this 
difficult navigation?” To urge this topic further would not merely be an 
abuſe of the time of ſuch as may condeſcend to read theſe remarks, but. a 
miſapplication of the plain common ſenſe which ſuggeſts them. 


If the evidence (the ſubſtance of which 1s thus ſtated) be true, the Corpo- 
ration of London reſpectfully ſubmit that they have fully made out their 
aſſertion, that the propoſed Bill is not a meaſure called for by any abuſe 
of authority on their part, or urgent neceſſity on the part of the public, but 
_ that on the contrary it is a meaſure of decided PUBLIC IMPOLICY. 


EVIDENCE 


ADDUCED BY 


THE SUPPORTERS OF THE BILL 


FOR MAKING 


WET DOCKS IN WAPPING. 


THE Supporters of the Bill having gone through their evidence in ſup- 
port of the allegations contained in its preamble. 'The Corporation beg leave 
to ſtate the ſubſtance of the ſame, as it ſtood after cro/5-examinatzon, op- 
poſed to the evidence which they have had the honour to ſet forth in the 
preceding pages. They will obſerve upon it under the ſame heads as they 


have claſſed their own ; viz. 


Additional Delay to Commerce. 


Peril of Fire. 
Enormous Expence, and conſequent Tonnage Duty. 
Tnacceſſibility of the Docks to the greater and moſt valuable Part of 


the Trade of the Port : 


And ſee how far their opponents have met or refuted thoſe objections. 
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The witneſſes were indeed examined very generally, and much at large; 
but it is not thought neceſlary to follow them through any other Parts of 


their evidence than ſuch as relate to the above points, and to the Revenue. 
s 


ADDITIONAL DELAY TO COMMERCE. 


The firſt witneſs, whole evidence relates to this ſubject, is Captain Shields. 


Reſpecting this gentleman, it is neceſſary to premiſe, that on being aſked, 
on his croſs-examination, It he were a petitioner in favour of the Bill? or 
if he had in any inſtance carried about ſuch a petition for the ſignatures of 
others, or ſuperintended the ſame while lying for ſignature? he anſwered, 
I never have either.” On the terms of the queſtion being changed from 
the word Bill to the making Wet Docks in Wapping, he admitted, that he 
had both figned ſuch a petition himſelf, and recommended it to the ſignature 
of others. Though the Corporation had loſt the benefit of Mr. SroxE- 
STREET'S evidence, on account of his having ſigned a petition againſt the 
Bill, they did not think proper to object to. Mr. SHiELDs. The evidence 
however of a gentleman coming to ſupport his own petition, and whoſe 
predilections have led him to make ſo ingenious a diſtinction in his anſwer 


between the Bill and the Meaſure, will be received with ſome degree of 
caution. 


Mr. SH1ELDs, who, in his exammation in chief, ſays, that ſhips drawing 
eighteen feet water may enter the Docks with perſect ſafety, admits, on his 
crols examination, that he has known large loaded ſhips delayed between 
Biackwalt and the Pool, waiting for favourable winds and tides, ſometimes 


four 
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four or five days, perhaps a little more or leſs; he does not know from 
experience, but perhaps it may have been much longer ; but, in the latter 
ceaſe, he has underſtood it to be from contrary winds, not from neap 
tides Our d. bound {ſhips he has known detained a week or ten days 
between the Pool and Deptford, waiting for favourable winds. 


MARSHALL, a pilot and maſter lumper, (next called) ſays, on his croſs 
examination, that he has not known ſuch {hips detained between Blackwatll 
and the Pool waiting for ſpring tides, but waiting for favourable weather 
for a day or two; but admits, that he has known them delayed many days, 
and ſometimes. weeks, on their outward voyage from the P of and at Dept- 
ford, waiting for favourable winds and tides. . 


ELLioTT, the pilot, has not known any inſtance of ſhips, inward- 
bound, detained between Blackwall and the Pool. In this Mr. Elliott 
not only differs from all the witneſſes called on the other fide, but from 
Captain Shields and his own brother pilot. He admits, however, that he 
has known ſhips frequently detained many days, and ſometimes weeks, on 


their outward paſſage from the Pool to. Deptford, waiting for favourable 
winds or tides. 


Captain HuDDaART, an Elder Brother of the Trinity, ſtates, upon his croſs 
examination, that he, as an Elder Brother of the Trinity, approved of the 
Plan of a Canal from Blackwall to Wapping, which formed a part of the 
Merchants Bill in 1796, and agreed to the Report of the Corporation of 
the Trinity favourable to that meaſure, and that his grounds for recom- 
mending of it, though it was to be between two and three miles in length, 

and 
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and at ſo great an expence, (. 349,317. 75.) was not only to avoid the 
crowded ſtate of the Pool, but to fave time, becauſe a veſſel upon entering 


the Canal might be at a certainty of having her hatchway under the Crane 
in a few hours; but in navigating the River it ſometimes happened from 
adverſe winds, that veſſels could not move for ſome days or ſeveral tides, 


and that the demurrage incurred by ſuch ſhips would alone pay the revenue 
of the Canal. | 


Captain Browne, another Elder Brother of the Trinity, admits, that his 
agreeing in his corporate capacity to a Canal from Blackwalt to Wapping 


(part of the firſt Wapping Plan,) was, among other reaſons, to avoid the 
delay which attends coming into the Pool. N 


Theſe, though important truths, are evidently told with great reluctance 
—ſo far, therefore, from the evidence produced by the Corporation, under 
the head Delay, being refuted, it ſtands corroborated and confirmed by ad- 
verſe witneſſes. If thoſe large ſhips which can now obtain leave to diſ- 
charge at Deptford, fave the delay of entering the Pool, what will be ſaved 
by thoſe who, according to the 1fle of Dogs Plan, would be received into 
dock immediately from the ſea, or to uſe Captain Huddart's expreſſion, © get 
their hatchways under the crane in a few hours ?“ a circumſtance which he 
thinks would alone have paid for the Canal then propoſed, and that Canal 


was eſtimated at conſiderably more than half of the whole expence of the 
propoſed Docks in the /e of Dogs. 


PERIL 
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PERIL OF FIRE. 


Important as this ſubje& undoubtedly is, it calls for but little obſerva- 
tion, the plan put in by the ſupporters of the Bill, on the motion of an 
Honourable Member, ſhows, beyond all argument, that if a ſituation had 
been ſought throughout this great metropolis, the direct oppoſite to that 
recommended by the Commiſſioners of the Cuſtoms, viz: the moſt removed 
from buildings, the ſupporters of the Wapping Dock Bill have found it. It 
is evident that the Docks are propoſed to be made in the very heart of a 
populous part of the-town; and after two thouſand houſes (or thereabouts) 
ſhall have been removed for the purpoſe of making them, that there will 
ſtill remain houſes and buildings, piled round the walls like faggots, for the 
purpole of conflagration. 


Mr. ALEXANDER (their Surveyor) denies that the walls are almoſt 
ſurrounded with habitations, he ſays © they generally adjoin upon public 
* ways, nor will any buildings be nearer than the hte des of the 
* ſtreets, in parts where they adjoin upon the highways.” Upon further 
examination, however, this Gentleman enumerates twelve or thirteen popu- 
lous ſtreets, beſides. ſome ſmaller ones, © which run. parallel, or nearly. ſo, 


and admits that they are in general 8 
narrow ſtreets; that their general diſtanee is about twenty to fifty feet, 

in ſome places from ten to twenty, and that Allen's Brewhouſe, and many 
other buildings immediately adjoin, or abut thereon. 


* with the propoſed incloſing walls; 


It will be here recollected, that, according to the evidence of the perſons 
from the Fire Offices, ten, and even. twenty times that diſtance is within 
communication from buildings on fire. 


Mr. 
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Mr. ALEXANDER has taken ſome pains, and ſhown conſiderable zeal, 
to argue away this danger, by deſiring leave to add to his former evi- 
dence, that the Warehouſes of the Eaſt India Company are ſurrounded 
chiefly by habitations of the lower order, a plan of which he has preſent- 
ed.—The Eaſt India Company had no alternative but to build where they 
have done; but will any perſon ſay, that their merchandize is in as much 
danger in lofty, ſtrong, and incloſed buildings, as ſhips in an open Dock, 
and fenced from theſe narrow ſtreets and habitations but by a wall which 
will be low, when compared with the elevation of the maſts and rigging ? 
Or, were it otherwiſe, is this a reaſon for ckoofing ſuch a ſituation ? The ſame 
mode of argument would juſtify laying the ſhips, as Mr. Rennie ſays they 
lie in the Liverpool Docks, ſo cloſe that you may walk from the one to 
the other. According to Mr. Alexander's reaſoning, ſuch a plan muſt be 
ſafe, becauſe the Liverpool ſhipping has not yet been burnt to aſhes. 
Thoſe Gentlemen who effect to treat this ſubject of fire ſo lightly, ſhould 
refer to Capt. Sheld's evidence, who ſtates, that at Havre de Grace not 
even a candle in a lantern can be mtroduced without an order under 
the hand of a Magiſtrate and a military guard! It is as idle as fallacious 
to ſay, that this objection applies equally to all Docks; it does not apply 
to a Dock remote from habitations, and within the walls of which neither 
fire nor candle is to be introduced under any pretence whatever. It 1s 
not even affected, that ſuch a reſtriction can be maintained in Docks which 
receive promiſcuouſly the trade of the Port; and conſequently their pro- 
poſed code of regulations does not extend beyond the extinction of fire 
and candle at certain hours. ; 


It is evident, that the ſupporters of the Bill felt this as a powerful ob- 
jection againſt their plan, by the pains which they have taken, through 
5 Mr. 
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Mr. Rennie, the Engineer, to ſhow certain infallible remedies in caſe of 
fire breaking out ; theſe it appears, upon his examination, in chief are, 
eam engines, © which would throw ſuch a quantity of water on the 
** veſlel on fire, as would almoſt extinguiſh it inſtantly ; floating veſſels, 
* (he ſays) might likewiſe be placed in the Docks, to be applied to 
* thoſe moored at a greater diſtance from the Quays ; but ſhould there (he 


* concludes) be a danger of thele failing, the veſſel may be /cuttled, there 


being a ſufficient depth of water in the Docks for that purpoſe.” 
| 
The reſult of Mr. Rennze's croſs- examination is, that © the opinion he 
has given reſpedting the communication of fire is merely ſpeculative 5 
that he cannot ſay whether it would take ten or fifteen minutes, or nearer 
three quarters of an hour, or an hour, to ſcuttle a ſhip ; for though he 
certainly has made ſeveral enquiries on that ſubject, he cannot ſay he 
has made it a great object of contemplation ; that the ſhips at ten to an 
acre, will lie about fifteen feet aſunder, their bowſprits and other parts 
ſometimes touching ; that if twelve or more ſhips ſhould be on fire at the 
| ſame time, he does not think his ſteam engines would be equal to ſuch a 
_ conflagration ; and, in ſhort, that © the methods alluded to are matters of 
* opinton, he having never known a caſe of the uſe of ſuch means.” 


After this frank acknowledgement, it cannot be neceſſary to dwell much 
upon ſuch evidence, contraſted with that of three or four perſons con- 
nected with the Fire Offices, who have repeatedly ſeen a: ops on fire, and 
aſſiſted in their extinction. 


Captain SHIELDS is alſo examined much at large upon the ſubje& of 
ſcutiling; but he ends with an admiſſion, that the larger ſhips meaſure, 
E in 
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in perpendicular height, from their keel to their taffarel rail, twenty- 
four feet to twenty-ſix feet and upwards. To talk of ſcuttling ſuch ſhips 
in Docks with only twenty-two feet water, is too abſurd for remark. In 
ſhort, the only hope of ſafety muſt be, as was ſaid in the Report of 
1796, in the means of prevention; and it may be eaſily judged how far 
ſuch can be ſucceſsfully adopted in Docks ſituated like thoſe in Wapping — 
open to the promiſcuous trade of the Port, and of courſe ſubject to the 
daily intruſion of multitudes of people having buſineſs in them. 


EXPENCE AND CONSEQUENT TONNAGE DUTY. 


This is a mere ſubject of figures, and as was before obſerved, it is only 
neceſſary to apply the coſt of the Docks to the quantum of the tonnage 
of the Port, and that muſt produce the reſult. The only evidence brought 
on this head by the ſupporters of the Bill, is that of Mr, Alexander and 


Mr. Rennze. 


Mr. ALEXANDER values the purchaſe of the land and houſes, at 
between eighteen and nineteen years purchaſe, amounting to 370, 183 
Mr. RENNIE eſtimates the works ait. « « + $91,214 


961,397 


Mr. ALEXANDER admits that he has not inſerted in his eſtimate good- 
will—the purchaſe is lower by many years than the Corporation have ever | 
found themſelves able to bargain for upon. ſimilar occaſions—and their 
experience with reſpect to good-will has been from 25 to 30 per cent addi- 
tional upon the purchaſe. 

Mr. 
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Mr. RENNIE profeſſedly omits in his eſtimate claims for compenſation, 
intereſt of money, law expences, building of warehouſes, excavalion of the 
River about the propoſed gates, purchaſe of fifty acres of land to depoſit 
the ſoil, &c.; the whole will undoubtedly be nearer three millions than two, 
and juſtifies our former ſtatement. The tonnage duty upon foreign ſhips 
will not be quite ſo much as ſtated, as it now appears to be meant to tax 


coaſters, which, however hardly it may operate * their repeated voyages, 
muſt eaſe of courſe the foreign trade. 


INACCESSIBILITY OF THE DOCKS TO THE GREATER AND MOST 


VALUABLE PART OF THE TRADE OF THE PORTS. 


Thoſe who have read the evidence put in by the Corporation of London 
under this head, of the moſt experienced Trinity Pilots, Captains, and 
Merchants, will think it requires proof of no ordinary nature to controvert 
their teſtimony. The ſupporters of the Bill ſeem to have felt this, and 
have gone much at large into the ſubject. It will not be neceſſary to follow 
them, as avery few of their admiſhons, upon croſs- examination, muſt be 
deciſive upon the ſubject. 


Captain SHIELDS is the firſt witneſs to the nauigation.— This gentleman, 
it has been before obſerved, is giving evidence in ſupport of his own peti- 
tion; and to read his, as well as the evidence in chief of ſome other of the 
witneſſes, one's only aſtoniſhment is, that the ſupporters of the Bill ſhould 
give themſelves any trouble about Wet Docks, much leſs incur and conſe- 
quently impoſe an expence of between Two and Three Millions ſterling ! 
According to their account, loaded ſhips, drawing eighteen feet water, and 

upwards, 
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upwards, may navigate as high as Wapping with perfect ſafely, There is 
deeper water at the moorings in the Pool than at Deptford. At the former 
large Weſt India ſhips may lie afloat without danger of taking the ground, and 
may come up to thoſe moorings with eaſe, either at neap or ſpring tides. 
In ſhort, the only difficulty is the crowded ſtate of the Pool :—if fo, might it 
not be as wile atleaſt to try the effect of arrangement in the Pool, under pro- 
per Harbour Maſters, before ſo immenſe a ſcheme as the propoſed Docks is 
engaged in? Captain SHIELDS knowledge is not confined to navigation; he 
is examined as to every allegation in the preamble, and anſwers every quel- 
tion with equal zeal and facility with whatever profeſſion it may happen to be 
immediately connected. Upon his croſs- examination, however, he admits his 
incompetency to ſpeak to ſome of the moſt material, and, among the reſt, 
upon the ſubjett of the navigation of the Thames, acknowledges himſelf 
not ſo well acquainted with the /etting tides as a pilot, and not being a 
< pilot, (he ſays) he ſhould not wiſh to offer an opinion on the prevailing 
&* winds.” Now, as this is a queſtion principally dependent on winds and 
tides, it would be a waſte of time not to leave Mr. Shields, and paſs on to 
the pilots who have been called ——But as Mr. Shields profeſſes to have 
made a ſurvey of the river in 1796, from London Bridge to Bugley's Hole, 
below Blackwall, by defire of Mr. Vaughan, for the uſe of the ſupporters of 
this Bill, and as he ſays that with © that part of the navigation which depends 
on the depth of water, and as far as his ſurvey extends, he ſhould think 
* he was as well acquainted as the Trinity pilots :” it may be neceſlary to 
make an obſervation on that part of his evidence. On being aſked, if 
there were any and what natural impediments between Blackwall and Wap- 
hing, it is ſingular that he, Marſhall, the pilot and lumper, and Captain 
Huddart, inſtead of anſwering the queſtion directly, reply nearly in the 


ſame 
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ſame words, that they * know of no more impediments and dangers above 
** Blackwall, (that is, between Blackwall and Mapping, than there are below, 
* (that is, between Blachwall and Woolwich,” This anſwer is obviouſly pointed 
at the propoſed Docks in the e of Dogs ; but the witneſſes do not ſeem 
aware that their anſwer embraces two important propoſitions, one an ad- 
miſſion that there are dangers and impediments between Blackwall and 
Wapping, as well as between Blackwall and Woolwich ; the other, that 
Docks receiving ſhips at Blachmall would avoid the whole of the former, 
whatever may be their magnitude. Great pains were taken to obtain from 
the witneſſes ſome account of the comparative dangers above and below 
Blackwall, but in vain. They admit, however, ſome general facts, which 
ſpeak ſtronger than any admeaſurement or ſoundings whatever. 


Captain 
Shields admits, upon his croſs-examination, the exiſtence of all the ſhoals 
and mud banks which had been enumerated by the pilots on the other ſide, 
as interpoſing in the navigation between Deptford and Wapping, and allows 
that the whole of the River is in ſome meaſure dangerous for ſuch ſhips, 
and that further ußb the danger is certainly increaſed, in proportion to 
the length of the navigation.” He likewiſe admits that ſeveral acci- 
dents have happened to loaded Weſt Indiamen (ſome of them total loſſes) 
betwixt Blactwall and Wapping, but cannot name a_/imgle inſtanct of ſuch a 
{hip's grounding between Blackwall and Gravęſend. He alſo admits it to 
be unſafe for a loaded ſhip, drawing more than eighteen feet water, to 
attempt to come up above Deptford ; that ſhips, drawing eighteen to 
twenty feet water, endeavour to diſcharge at Deptford, to avoid the delay 
of winds and the dangerous navigalion of the Pool; and that two- 
thirds of the Weſt Indiamen, lately built and now building, are from 
erghteen leet upwards, 

Mr. 
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Mr. MARSHALL, Tini pilot and maſter lumper, goes a great way 
indeed. He knows of no impediment (but the crowded Rate of the 
Pool) in navigating any /hip from Blackwall to London Bridge, that he 
can bring through Wootwick Reach, wind and weather permitting ;” for 
he conceives there is as much water in the channel from Blackwall to 
« London Bridge as in Woolwich Reach ;” that is, of courſe, Eaſt or Weſt 
Indiamen, be their ſize what they may. This man's evidence is ſo directly 
againſt experience and notorious fa&, that it would hardly merit another 
obſervation, but from ſome important admiſſions into which he betrayed 
himſelf on his croſs-examination ; in the courſe of which he acknowledges 
that he © does not know that any ſhip drawing more than eighteen feet 
water could lie at any of the tiers which he has mentioned, (nearly all be- 
tween Wapping and Deptford) without danger of touching the ground at 
low ſpring tides.” What that danger is, the loſſes which have taken place 
ſufficiently exemplify. When aſked the comparative length of ſhoal- 
water between Woolwich and Blackwall, and Blackwall and Bell Dock, Wap- 
ping, he (though he deſcibes himſelf as acquainted with the navigation of 
the River for thirty years, the laſt fix of which he has been a pilot, and 
though he muſt have been examined to ſuch points by the Elder Brethren 
of the Trinity before he could obtain his licence as a River pilot) anſwers 
% cannot ſay I am particularly acquainted with the length of any of 
them:” However he had admitted, but a moment before, that Woolwzch 
{hoal is not more than four or five ſhips length—the other ſhoal water, 
every waterman's apprentice knows to extend, (including the mud banks) 
without any great intermiſſion, from Deptford to the propoſed Docks. 
But there is one fact admitted by Marſhall, (as well as Shields and 
Elliott,) that muſt, of itſelf, be concluſive. On being aſked, © Have 

| % not 
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% not many {hips been loſt, and many more taken the ground between 
% Blackwall and Bell Dock?” he anſwers, Ves, numbers; ſome have 
been /oft, and ſome have taken the ground.“ Can he name a Angle 
* ſip which has either been loſt or taken the ground coming over the 
ſhoal in Woolwich Reach He cannot.—So ſays Shieids—lo lays Elliott, 
He 
likewiſe admits (which 1s the great point of danger, from the conlequences 


and ſo ſays every witneſs to whom that queſtion has been put. 


that would probably enſue) that ſhips, from various cauſes, may be fre- 
quently more than one tide making their paſſage from Deptford to Wap- 
hing. 
from their own experience, that large ſhips would take the ground every 
tide, when the water is gone down. Marſhall lays, no; he would ſtop 
ſhort, and lay her in a place of ſafety; but he forgets that he has juſt 
before ſaid, that a ſhip drawing more than eighteen feet water could no! 
lie at any of the tiers which he has mentioned between Deptford and Wap- 
hing, without, danger of touching the ground; and “ the frequent conſe- 
quences of which touching 1s breaking their floors or backs, and ſometimes 
a total loſs,” | 


This has been confirmed by moſt reſpectable witneſſes, who add, 


Mr. ELLIOTT, another Pilot, is called, and on Mar/hall's examination 
being read over to him, he confirms the ſame ; of courſe it muſt be pre- 
ſumed, he confirms likewiſe his anſwers on croſs-examination ; and this ren- 
ders any particular obſervation on Mr. Elliott's teſtimony unneceſſary. 
except, that he unequivocally admits, © that if all the Weſt Indiamen, 
% were taken out of the river, there would be ſufficient room for the reſt 
'* of the trade of the Port uſually frequenting the Pool, to moor or le 
* with ſafety and convenience, if the whole were properly regulated by a 
harbour maſter,” EE 
Captam 
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Captain Hup DART, an Elder Brother of the Trinity, like the preceding 
witneſſes, knows of no natural impediments in the River between the Tower 
and Blackwall, beyond what may be found in ſeveral other reaches, and he 
thinks the difficulties of navigating the Pool are not greater above the 
Pool than they are below.” Perhaps it would have been more ſatisfactory 
if Captain Huddart had deſcribed or given his opinion of thoſe difficulties 
above and below reſpettively, otherwile he and the preceding witneſles ſeem 
endeavouring to ſupport the ſtrange hypotheſis, that becauſe a navigation of 
five or ſix miles is dangerous throughout, there is no more danger in adven- 
turing the whole of it than there is in the adventuring half, and that receiving 
ſhips into dock midway, at the Ie of Dogs, would make no difference in the 
calculation of their riſk. Captain Zuddart indeed afterwards admitted, 
upon his croſs-examination, that he had not ſurveyed the River below Black- 
wall, and that Though formerly the commander of a ſhip, and an Elder 
* Brother of the Trinity, ſince the year 1791, he could give no opinton to 
the Committee, as to the frequent, uſual, or caſual detention of ſhips 
„% homeward bound, between Blactwall and Wapping by contrary winds, 
nor as to the comparative length of ſhoal water between Moolwich and 
* Blackwall, and Blackwall and Wapping—nor could he ſay whether or no 
the former bore the proportion of one-tenth part to the latter.“ As it is 
againſt the courſe of all judicial proceedings to receive the evidence of a 
man upon points to which he declares himſelf incompetent to ſpeak, it 
would be impertinent to remark further upon this gentleman's evidence 


reſpecting the navigation of the Thames. 
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Captain Brown, on hearing Captain Huddart's examination read, con- 
firmed the ſame, which is of courſe ſubject to the ſame remarks—he admits, 
upon his crols-examination, that he, as an Elder Brother of the Trinity, 


recommended 
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recommended a Canal from Blackwall to the Ie of Dogs, and that he 
agreed-with Captain King, another Elder Brother, who was examined in 
1796, in the reaſons for that meaſure, which he then expreſſed, viz. © That 


it would enable ſhips to avoid the circuitous navigation round the e of 


Dogs, and the danger, difficulties, and delay which attend coming into the 
Pool.“ 


Captain Brown likewiſe admits, that in caſe of ſhips failmg to get 
into the Docks with the ſame tide which brings them up, (a circumſtance 
which may happen daily) there is no water in which large loaded ſhips 
can lie nearer than Bell Wharf, which is conſiderably below the lowermoſt 
gate of the Wapping Docks. This (it ſhould ſeem, by a queſtion put to 
Mr. Alexander,) is meant to be remedied by deepening the bed of the 
River. Indeed the idea of Dock gates, for general uſe in ſhallow water, is 
abſurd, | whatever may be the depth of their fill. Mr. Alexander, upon 
his croſs- examination, confeſſes himſelf utterly unable to ſpeak to that 
point; but the Elder Brethren of the Trinity are and ought to be compe- 


tent to ſpeak to it. Deepening and cleaning the bed of the River is one 


of the immediate objects of their appointment; and both Captain Huddart 
and Captain Brown admit, that they agree with Captain King, © that 
* though the River might be deepened in particular parts, by incurring 
* a very heavy expence in clearing it, that the depth of water could not 


be kept, when ſo made, unleſs at an immenſe expence.” Captain Hud- 


dart, indeed, qualifies his anſwer by afterwards ſaying, that mcurring one- 
twentieth part of the general expence, once in ſeven years, would preſerve 
the depth of water; but this, he very properly ſays, is ſpeaking Vom mere 
conjeflure—otherwiſe it would have been in flat contradiction to a pre- 
ceding anſwer, in which he ſays, that © he agrees with Captain Xing, 
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that the mud bank below Cuckold's Point could not be reduced, ſo as to 
Kkeep water for the /malleſt ſhips, without incurring a continued and im- 
nnmenſe expence; whether the deepenin g be at Cuckold's Point, or Bell Dock, 
the coſt muſt be nearly the ſame, and this continued and immenſe expence, 
has as yet formed no item in any avowed eſtimate. 


It is ſubmitted, that the evidence which has been brought forward to 
ſhow the inacceſſibility of the propoſed Docks at Wapping, in the general 
courſe of trade, (for we are not ſpeaking of the feats which adventurous 
pilots may occaſionally accompliſh at the riſk of their employers,) ſo far 
from being refuted, ſtands confirmed in ſubſtance by theſe various admiſſions 
on croſs-examination. It has been ſome what oſtentatiouſly ſet forth, that many 
large ſhips have in fact come up into the Pool; this is admitted by Captain Matt 
and others, but they ſay the reaſon is, that beyond a certain number they 
are not allowed to lie at the King's moorings at Deptford ; they ſaid that 
many large ſhips were forced into the Pool for want of room below; and 
they recounted many of the diſaſters which had happened in conſequence; 
indeed Captain Shields admits it to be by indulgence that they lie at Deptford ; 
indulgence implies a benefit, and one which ſeems to have been ſo eagerly 
fought, that he deſcribes ſhips lying at Deptford in ſuch numbers as to u 
acroſs the channel, and materially impede the navigation. 


In addition, however, to the preceding admiſſions, the dangers of the 
navigation, up to the propoſed Docks, ſtands confirmed by the higheſt 
deſcription of evidence, viz. The con/ſefſion of the party.—lIt would be diſ- 
honourable to. the underſtandings, and to the integrity of the ſupporters of 
the Bill, not to ſuppoſe the reaſon aſſigned by them for the Canal which 
they propoſed to Parliament in 1796, to be the, true reaſon.— This Canal 

was 
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was eſtimated (including purchaſe of ground) at C. 349,317. 78. O—and the 


reaſon aſſigned for it, at the bottom of the eſtimate, under the ſignature of 


the ſurveyor, is © To avoid an intricate and dangerous navigation round the 


„e of Dogs, and through the Pool.” Mr. Alexander has been examined 


to this point, and he ſays, he has ſeen no reaſon ſince to alter that opinion. 


Upon this ſubject (as has been before obſerved) the Committee, which 


fat in 1796, report ſome very important facts, reſulting from the Soup of 


evidence which they had 'examined, and among others : 


That. the River, within the time of the witneſſes, had loſt four or five 
feet depth of water at many of the: ſtations or tiers of ſhipping, and that 
ſhortly the channel of the River muſt be choaked, and rendered {tl lefc 
ſuitable to the navigation, if meaſures of prevention are not adopted.— 
The difficulty and expence of theſe meaſures, the Elder 1 of the 

4 have ſpoken to. OE OT TT - 
That the general increaſe in the dimen ions of ſhipping, appears doubled 
within the century (Report 1796, page 5,) and“ from the table of 
„ moorings; and from the general courſe. of evidence, it appears, that 
many ſhips in the Weſt India and other trades, have reached 400 and 
„even 500 tons, requiring an aid {pace for navigation, and relative 
4 depth of water for their draft.” " (Report 1796, page FL. 


That“ the River is of 3 ſhape and proportion, of dangerous 
4 Hauffe with ſtrength of tides to obviate, and difficult navigation to provide 
4 F 2 | 25 for, 
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for, in contradiſtinction to Docks of ſtill water.” (Report 1796, 
page 22.) drs „bil 2948 

It cannot be neceſſary to argue, whether Docks for the reception of 
ſhips into ſtill water before this dangerous courſe begins, or after it is 
finiſhed, be the moſt ſafe or eligible. 


It is notorious, that the only deep water-gate of the propoſed Docks 
cannot be uſed, unleſs the body of the colliers are removed from that part of 
the River where they now uſually lie. Many witneſſes have ſtated the impoſ- 


ſibility of finding any other water for them in the Pool, ſufficiently deep; 
and the ſame Committee (Report, page 19) quote the evidence of Captains 
King and Huddart, and Mr. Ward, coal- factor, to ſhew the impolicy of 


their removal. 


The witneſſes from whoſe teſtimony the above concluſions have been 
drawn, were brought forward in 1796, by the ſupporters of the preſent 
Bill, when a Canal from Blackwall to Wapping formed a part of their 
plan; their having ſince abandoned that meaſure, is no proof of the 


dangerous courſe of the river” having been ſince altered, or that thoſe 
witneſſes are unworthy of belief. 


The foregoing is the ſubſtance of the evidenee produced to refute that 
which had been offered by the Corporation of London, under the different 


heads which have been enumerated ; how far this has been ſucceſsfully 
done, is confidently left to the deciſion of every unbiaſſed mind. 


The 
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The ſupporters of the Wapping Dock Bill alſo called evidence to two 
other heads, viz. 


SAFETY TO THE REVENUE, 


AND THE 


MERCANTILE CONVENIENCE OF THE PROPOSED DOCKS. 


To theſe points they have examined one Sea Captain, two Pilots (one 
of them a Lumperl} two Elder Brethren: of the Trinity; Mr. Eden, an 
American Merchant, and Mr. fromg, the Inſpector of exports and im- 
ports. Had the Counſel for the Corporation croſ-examined, at any length, 
fuch witneſſes, to ſuch points, delay might indeed have been chargeable 
to his clients; he ſimply aſked them therefore, “ if they were as compe- 
tent to ſpeak to the ſafety of the revenue, as the Land Surveyors of His 
«© Majeſty's Cuſtoms, whoſe immediate duty it was to ſuperintend the im- 
ports?“ They all admitted they were not! The Corporation therefore 
repeatedly preſſed, that thoſe Officers might be called, as being the beſt 
evidence; this (for reaſons beſt known to themſelves) the ſupporters of the 
Wapping Dock Bill uniformly, e and ſucceſsfully Oy 


w ith reſpect to mercantile convenieney, a ſimilar aeknowledgment 
was made ; they did not pretend to be ſo competent to ſpeak to that point 
as Merchants. Mr. Eden, the only Merchant called, is of opinion, that 
the propoſed Dock © will give diſpatch to ſhipping, and accommodation 
"0 commerce.” He admits, however, that this muſt depend upon the 
: fafery and conveniency of the navigation up to the propoſed Docks, and 


upon that ſubject, he ſays, he is not competent to anſwer, it beg, a 
Pilot's buſineſs. 


Mr. 


Mr. InvIxd's evidence is of conſiderable importance hel ie likewiſe 

aſked if he thinks the propoſed works“ will give ſecurity, accommodation, 

* and increaſe to the Port of London?” Mr. Irving candidly declares him- 

ſelf wholly ignorant of the practical detail of the Cuſtoms, and incompetent 

| | to ſpeak either as to ſmuggling or plunderage ; but he gives the reſult of his 
deliberate conſideration of Wet Docks, in general,.in a paper delivered to 
the Committee, the ſubſtance of which is, that the þ em of warehouſe ing 
or bonding goods, by depoſiting them in public warchouſes, where they 
are to remain without the advance of any duties, until they are delivered 
out for home conſumption, or if exported, ſubject to no duty, whatever, 


is eſſential to the proſperity of the Port; and from it, he looks for the 


en "I 


greateſt benefits to the Merchant and the Public, by conſiderably increaf- 
ing the profits. of both. 


— * wv» 4 of of 


Mr. IRVIN deſires to be underſtood as not ſpeaking. in favour of any 


particular. Dock. He ſays, * he ſhould. moſt aſſuredly give the preſer- 
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« ence. #0 ſuch Docks as can moſt effectually carry into execution the 
4 warehouſe ng. / 5 em.“ It is only neceſſary to add to this, that the ware- 
houſing or bonded ſyſtem, forms no part of the plan of the propoſed Docks 
in Wapping; that, on the contrary 1 warehouſes are profeſſedly excluded from 
[ their calculation ; while, on the other hand, the united plan of the Cor- 
1 poration and We eſt India Planters and Merchants, for Docks in the Iſle of 
1 Dogs, 4s wholly and excluſively confined to that ſyſtem. - 


Such is the evidence produced by the ſupporters of the Bill for making 
Wet Docks in W apping. The Committce of the Corporation beg leave to 


put 
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put it to every candid and impartial mind, whether they ſhould not have | 
ſhamefully abandoned the purpoſe of their appointment, if they had not j 
inſtructed their Advocate to enter into a crof-examination, which has fo 1 
ſtrictly confined itſelf to the examination in chief, and with the reſult of || 
which they have ſo much reaſon to be ſatisfied? 4 
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THE LONDON PORT BILL. 


THE CORPORATION hope they ſhall be excuſed for offering, in ad- 
dition to the preceding remarks, a very few obſervations with reſpett to the 
other Bill now before the Houſe, and which themſelves have the honour to be 
ſoliciting, in conjunction with the Weſt India Planters and Merchants, for 
making Wet Docks in the ISLE OF DOGS. They are not inſenſible to the 
inſinuations which have been caſt upon them by thoſe who have a pecuniary 
intereſt in their degradation, of not having made due proviſions for the exi- 
gencies of the trade of the Port. They aſk in return, under whoſe juriſdic- 
tion and authority has it arrived to the preſent aſtoniſhing degree of proſ- 
perity? Can it have been a very imperfect ſyſtem which has hitherto pro- 
vided for every exigency but that of exceſs ; they mean of that ſort of excels, 
which (to uſe the language of the Commiſſioners of the Cuſtoms) has oc- 
caſioned complaints in every war during this century, and which complaints 
have as conſtantly vaniſhed at the return of peace ; but they are free to ad- 
mit, and they rejoice in the fact, that at length the real and ſubſtantial in- 
_ creale of commerce is ſuch as to demand further accommodations. They 
beg leave, however, to refer to the years 1786 and 1787 when they ſucceed- 

| ed 
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cd in carrying a Bill through the Houſe of Commons, for the purchaſe of che 
profits ariſing from the mooring chains, which had been granted by ſucceſſive 
Kings to a noble family, and which grant oppoſed itſelf to any eſſential re- 
gulation as to the mooring of ſhips on the Thames, according to their re- 
ſpective claſſes and ſizes. They complain not, that in the Upper Houle 
they were ſo unfortunate as to meet with oppoſition. They have reaſon to 
believe that their motives were miſunderſtood, and that public ſpirit was 
miſtaken for ſelfiſh purſuit. They cannot be ſurprized at ſuch a concluſion, 
when it appeared obvious, that thoſe perſons moſt intereſted in the object 
were not to be found among the ſuitors before their Lordſhips ; and that the 
Merchants, for whoſe ſake thoſe Bills were introduced, ſtood aloof from the 
application. They complain not of the determination of that Noble Houſe ; 
but they inſiſt, that it is not for thoſe perſons to charge them with a want 
of exertion, who have ſhown no activity but in complaint, no energy but 
in accuſation. 


They further appeal to che liberal encouragement which they are known 
to have held out to profeſſional men, to exerciſe their talents in deviſing the 
moſt effectual means of accommodating the Commerce, by plans for improv- 
ing the Port of London; to the very conſiderable ſums which they have ex- 
pended upon the conſervation of the River, and to their having (as before 
obſerved) aſſigned a proportion of their annual revenue to that purpoſe 
If not to have ruſhed into fantaſtic and prodigal ſchemes which have been 
ſuggeſted, and which mult have ended, almoſt as ſoon as begun, in the ex- 
hauſtion of their funds, and the expoſure of the glaring extravagance of the 
undertaking, be a crime, they plead guilty to it ; but if cordially, heartily, 
and honourably, to have encouraged ſuch rational plans as have been of- 
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fered, entitles them to credit with Parliament, they claim ſome from joining 
their efforts in the preſent inſtance to thoſe of the Weſt India Planters 
and Merchants, in endeavouring to carry into execution the unaſſuming but 
meritorious plan now propoled for making Wet Docks in the Ifle of Dogs, 
accompanied by ſuch a cut acroſs that peninſula, as all parties have at different 
times declared to be abſolutely and eſſentially neceſſary. When the pro- 
digious ſtake which the Weſt India intereſt has in the Commeree of the Port 
is conſidered; when the vaſt and preponderating proportion which it forms of 
exports and imports is recollected; and when it is known that at a moſt nu- 
merous meeting of Planters and Merchants, publicly and duly convened, 
there was ſcarce a diſſenting voice againſt the plan in queſtion, the Corpora- 


tion truſt that they may with ſome confidence preſume to point out its ad- 
vantages to Parliament. 


This they conceive may be done in few words; having had the oppor- 
tunity of deliberately conſidering every plan that has hitherto been brought 
forward, and weighing the evidence for and againſt them, as adduced in the 
Seſſions of 1796 and 1797, they perſuade themſelves that while the plan in 
queſtion embraces all the advantages which have been at different times held 
out, that it is free from thoſe objections which have been ſo much enlarged 


upon, and which mult be fatal to any plan for the improvement of the Port, 
come from what quarter it may. 


They propoſe withdrawing from the River all the Weſt Indiamen, num- 
bering upwards of goo ſhips. It has been given 1n evidence, as the opinions 
of perſons who have ſpoken reſpecting the navigation of the Thames, that 
withdrawing one hundred and fifty to two hundred ſail would effectually eaſe 


the 
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the River at its moſt crowded periods; but the witneſſes obſerve, that they 
ſhould be large ſhips, from two hundred and fifty tons and upwards, as the 
withdrawing ſmall ſhips, which lie in ſhallow water, will be of little or no uſe, 
becauſe the large ones cannot take their ſtation when ſo removed. 


The delay and danger which have been Rated, both mward and outward, 
under the Wapping Dock Bill, will be of courfe avoided by the plan in queſ- 
tion, as ſhips will enter the Docks in the Iſle of Dogs immediately from the 
* MW | 


This fact is fully eſtabliſhed by the evidence of Mr. James PorTEOUs, a 
Trinity pilot for 25 Years, acquainted with the navigation of the Thames 40 
years, and who has been pilot to Admiral Lord Duncan ever ſince he hoiſted 
his flag; he was called on to give evidence in ſupport of the Iſle of Dogs 
Plan, and after entirely confirming all the evidence adduced by the Corpora- 
tion of London againſt the Wapping Bill, as to the dangerous and tedious 
navigation round the Ifle of Dogs, and through the Pool; he adds, that one 
ſhip will frequently get from Blackwall to Graveſend, while another is get- 
ting from the Pool to Deptford; and that with ſome winds a ſhip will get 
from Blackwall to the Downs, or even to Portſmouth, while another is get- 
ting from the Pool to Blackwall, and he has often known this to be the caſe 
within ſus praclice. Alter having lo fully obſerved upon the evidence pro- 
duced under the head of Navigation, before the Committee on the Wap- 
ping Bill, it is only neceſſary to add, that the whole of Mr. PoxTEoUus's 
evidence is confirmed by Mr. Rog r. Goran, a very reſpectable Trinity 
Houle pilot, who has been ſuch 20 years, and who has been acquainted 
with the navigation of the Thames 40 years: and by Captain Davip 
WATT, a Captain in the Welt India Trade for 3o years; and alſo by Mr. 
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MiII, a Jamaica Captain and Ship Owner, and acquainted with the navi- 
gation of the Thames for 40 years ! | 


Roztar Mitlican, Eſq. a Weſt India merchant, ſays he has had a ſhip 
of his own detained three weeks at Deptford by a north-eaſt wind, which pre- 
vented it from getting round the Iſle of Dogs. 


The exemption of theſe Docks from the peri of fire is obvious—their fite 
and circumſtances are preciſely ſuch as are recommended by the Commiſſion- 
ers of Cuſtoms, © being remote from all habitation, and not ſubje& to the 
* intruſion of numerous viſitors.” The Weſt India Trade arrives periodically, 
and immenſe as it is in amount, it compriſes but a few leading articles; no 
trade can be more ſuſceptible of ſtrong and effectual regulations; added to 
fuch regulations, the Bill itſelf contains a clauſe, abſolutely prohibiting the 
introduction of a ſingle ſpark of fire under any pretence whatſoever; nor is 
there any ſituation in which a trade, thus partial and ſelected, can neceſſarih 
require the uſe of it. 


As to Expence and conſequent Tonnage Duty, it muſt, as is obvious, be 
wonderfully different from that required by the Wapping Plan. Nature in- 
vites to the one ſituation, ſhe ſeems to have interdicted the other. To ac- 
compliſh the one plan there are not more than ten habitations to purchaſe 
(and ſuppoſing eight perſons to a houle) eighty perſons to inconvenience by 
removal. To accompliſh the other, about 2000 houſes muſt be purchaſed:; 
and ſuppoſing the ſame number of perſons to each, ſixteen thouſand perſons 
mult be driven from their habitations! The one will have but comparatively 

a few 
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a few feet in depth of unoccupied land to excavate; the other has to cut 
through populous and flouriſhing ſtreets, before it can begin its main taſk of 
deeper excavation. The one will have to indemnify the owners and occu- 
Piers of a maſs of habitations, equal to ſome of our conſiderable towns; the 
other has only to anſwer the claim of the Rector of Stepney, which he has 
put in for the converſion of his graſs tythes ! In ſhort, the one it is eſtimated 
cannot exceed above C. go, ooo; the other it has been ſhewn cannot be 
accompliſhed for two millions! | 


As to the Perils of Navigation, the plan ſpeaks for itſelf—they are put 
out of the queſtion by the ſhips being put into a place of ſafety, before they 
would otherwiſe arrive at the ſpot where the danger begins. 


Here, however, it is very important to remark, that the whole trade of 
the Port muſt benefit by that part of the plan which propoſes a Cut acroſs 
the Iſle of Dogs for general navigation. The promoters of the Wapping 
Dock Bill deplored, in 1796, the want of ſuch a convenience, and ſhowed 
that ſhips sometimes loſe their convoys, and even their ſeaſons, by detention 
in getting through the Pool and round this iſland. 


There remains one very important head indeed to conſider, which is, the 
ſafety to the revenue under the Iſle of Dogs Plan, and of courſe ſafety to the 
Merchant; for {ſmuggling and plunderage are twin vices ; they travel” to- | 
gether and hve by the ſame means: In proportion as the Merchant ſuffers, 
the Crown is impoveriſhed ; and the ſame meaſures, and the ſame morals as 
are neceſſary to accompliſh a fraud upon the latter, ſeldom fail in their pro- 
jected depredations on the former. Mr. AEDEERNMAN HIBBERT, a. Weſt India 

Merchant 


54 


Merchant, in his evidence, has ſtated the plunderage of Weſt India property 
alone, to have been computed at . 200,000 per annum, and upwards. Mr. 
Milt has made ſome minute calculations upon this ſubject, and makes 
about . 300,000; the Crown is, of courle, a proportionate ſufferer. Mr. 
ALDERMAN Hi1BBERT, and Meſſrs M1LL1GAN and Lyon, are of opinion, 
that the Hle of Dogs Plan will effectually cure this enormous evil; and 
the gentlemen who were examined under the head of Revenue, and who 
muſt be taken to be competent judges, confirm this opinion: but perhaps 
the beſt confirmation 1s, that almoſt the whole of the Weſt India trade 
(with very few exceptions indeed) who are ſo deeply intereſted in the event, 
are the perſons ſoliciting the Bill in concert with the corporation of 
London. 


The promoters of the Iſle of Dogs Plan admit, that they could have little 
hope of, or title to the ſupport of His Majeſty's miniſters, in carrying their 
Bill through Parliament, unleſs the ſafety of the revenue were reduced to a 
moral certainty.—They think they have ſucceeded in ſo doing. They, in 
the firſt ſtage of the buſineſs, ſubmitted their propoſed code of regulations 
to the Commuſhoners of the Cuſtoms, who, it ſeems, referred them to 
the Land Surveyors and Landing Waiters Offices; theſe are their practical 
_ officers, and are eſteemed the proper judges. They have moſt decidedly 
reported, that the revenue will not only be ſafer under the propoſed ſyſtem 

than it is under the preſent; but that the regulations alluded to, with ſome 
few additional ones, which they ſuggeſt, will put both crown and merchant 
above the reach of fraud and plunder. If this be ſo, and the calculation of 
plunderage alluded to be any thing like correct, the Wet Docks in the 
Iſle of Dogs will repay themſelves in two years by their exemption from 
robbery, 
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robbery, to ſay nothing of the expected ſavings to the crown. It ap- 
pears likewiſe, from the evidence of Mr. Ixssor and Mr. WALKER, that 
the Plan has received ſome alteration, ſo as to render it ſtrictly conform- 
formable to a report from the Board of Exciſe. 


This ſubject, however, was thought of too much importance to leave to 
official report—the Committee on the London Port Bill (or Ifle of Dogs 
Plan,) thought proper to call before them Meſſrs. Fos TER, TRouGnHTON, 
and T1LSTONE, three of the ſenior landing-ſurveyors of the Cuſtoms, (whom 
the Corporation wiſhed to have called upon the Wapping Bill, preſuming 
them to be better evidence upon the ſubject of revenue than pilots or 
lumpers.) Theſe gentlemen acknowledge themſelves to have given the 
plan, and the propoſed regulations, the moſt ſerious and deliberate con- 
ſideration by order of the Commiſſioners ; they ſtate what additional regula- 
tions will be requiſite, and their probable operation, and agree in three 
very important concluſions : 


Fixsr.— That the propoſed plan and regulations will effectually protect 
the Crown from fraud, and the Merchant from plunder. 


SECONDLY.---That the regulations and arrangements in queſtion, will be 
conveniently practicable under the propoſed plan for Wet Docks in 
the Ile of Dogs. 


THIRDLY, That ſuch reſtrictions and regulations cannot be enforced in 
any Dock, receiving generally and fromſeuentYy the different Trades 


of the Port, be ſituated where 1t may. 
It 
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It is unpoſſible to go at large, in this place, into the evidence of theſe 
gentlemen—it is ſufficient to obſerve, that their obſervations moſt clearly 
eſtabliſh, that neither the property of the Crown or the Merchant would 
be fafe under any ſuch plan as that propoſed in Wapping, while both 
would, in their opinion, be ſafe under a plan of the ſelect nature of that 
in the Iſte of Dogs; indeed the witneſſes in favour of the Wapping Docks 
all admit, that ſafety to the Crown and Merchant muſt be in proportion 
to the number of perſons who reſort to the Docks. If that be true, it 


ſhould ſeem that the only remaining queſtion is, whether totally withdrate- 


ing of the Weſt India trade from the River will ſufficiently accommodate the 
Port? The affirmative of this, as far as it reſpects the River, has not only 
been proved by gentlemen of great reſpectability, who were called by the 
Corporation, but it ſtands admitted by witneſſes on the other fide, particu- 
larly Elliott, the pilot. As to there being ſufficient room on the preſent 
Quays for the remaining buſineſs, the caſe made out by the Sufferance 
Wharfingers, and the agreement of the ſupporters of the Wapping Bill to 
indemnity the Proprictors of Legal Quays for their loſs of trade, prove, 
that henceforth they cannot be /ully occupied. His Majeſty's Revenue ofh- 


cers, who are in daily attendance on the Quays, confirm that propoſition. It 


muſt, however, be obſerved, that the Corporation of London and the Weſt 


India Planters and Merchants have uniformly avowed their perfe& conſent 
to any further accommodation which it can be ſhown that the trade of the 
Port requires. Indeed the Corporation have long ſince publicly and re- 
peatedly pledged themſelves to carry into immediate execution any plan 
for the accommodation of the Port which Parliament may determine to 


be the moſt adviſcable. | 
There 


57 


There is no evidence, which has been offered on either fide more likely 
to lead to, a fair and juſt concluſion, or to enable perſons to judge of the 


comparative merits of the two Bills, than that of Mr. Alderman Hibbert, 


who ſtates, in a moſt clear and convincing manner, the evils under which 
the Weſt India trade has long laboured in the Port of London the ſerious 
impreſſion which thoſe evils have occaſionally made upon. their trade, and 
the prodigious loſſes which it has ſuſtained from the delay of ſhipping in their 
acceſs to the Port in the dehyery of their cargoes from heavy port charges, 
and, more than all, from plunderage. The worthy Magiſtrate candidly 
narrates the reaſons which induced the Weſt India Planters and. Merchants 
firſt to ſupport the plan for Wet Docks in Wapping, and become-ſubſcri- 
bers for carrying the ſame into execution; a plan which, he ſays, ori- 


ginated in the deliberations of the Weſt India Planters and Merchants, 


and was intended principally for their accommodation. He ſpecifically ſtates 
the reaſons which ſubſequently induced their whole body to reſolve, at their 
general meeting, to prefer the plan for Wet Docks in the fe of. Dogs, and 
and ſhows, that the Docks in Wapping, (though they muſt, from the enor- 
mous expence of their accompliſhment, ultimately entail charges upon 
the trade of the Port too great for it to bear) will not remove, the principal 
evils complained of. That the difficulty and danger of acceſs will ſtill 
remain that plunderage and ſmuggling will (and muſt, from the nature 
of a Dock for promiſcuous trade) ſtill be carried on; that the riſk of 


thoſe evils, as well as the peril of fire, muſt be greatly increaſed from the 


proximity of buildings to the Wapping Docks; that the plan is deficient 
of a moſt cilential proviſion, viz. that for building warehouſes adjoining to the 
wharfs, and that conſequently it will want that ſecurity which can only be de- 
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rived from a ſyſtem of warehouſing within the Docks, under the joint 
cuſtody of the Crown and the Merchant; that theſe conſiderations had in- 
duced the Planters and Merchants to employ able Engineers to find a ſpot 
the moſt eligible and conſiſtent with general ſafety and difpatch, both as 
to the navigation of the ſhips and the delivery of the cargoes, and where 
the plan might be accompliſhed for a ſum within the capacity of the trade 
to bear; that, upon the moſt mature reflection, they were ſatisfied of the 
Ifle of Dogs being the moſt, and indeed the only truly eligible ſpot; that 
it is wholly unobſtructed by buildings, and ſeems calculated by nature for 
the purpoſe ; that the whole plan (extenſive as it is) may be accompliſhed 
at an expence ſo eaſy as not to increaſe the preſent Port charges, even in 
the firſt inſtance, but, on the contrary, that a ground will be laid for their 
gradual reduction; that the difference of diſtance from the Cuſtom-Houſe 
to Wapping, or to the Tfle of Dogs, is of. ſmall moment, when compared 
with the reſulting advantages to the Weſt India or to any other trade, con- 
ducted as theirs is, by ſample ; that the firſt conſiderations with them are 
thie getting their ſhips as ſoon as poſſible from the ſea under the crane, | 

and their cargoes being ſecured. The worthy Magiſtrate then put in two 
reſolutions, which were paſſed at a full meeting of the Weſt India Planters 

and Merchants, publicly convened for the purpoſe, the one with only five 
difſentient voices, the other unanimouſly, which expreſs their entire and cor- 
dial approbation of the Bill brought into Parliament with the concurrence 
of the City of London, and their determination, as far as in them lay, to 
ſupport the fame. The worthy Alderman then, to ſhew how effectually 
the reſt of the trade of the Port muſt be relieved by the withdrawing of 
the Weſt India trade from the River, and from the preſent-quays, ſtates. 
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che comparative amount of the imports from the Weſt Indies with the 
general imports of the country, and of the tonnage they employ, compared 
with the general tonnage. The Weſt India imports are about one -fourth 
of the whole, (excluſive of the Eaſt India trade, which never comes into 


the Pool) and the tonnage is about the ſame ws REN or nearer one- 
third. 


This evidence of the worthy Magiſtrate ſtands confirmed by David 
Lyon, John Henderſon, John Wedderburne, Thomas Plummer, and 
Robert Milligan, Efquires, Weſt India Merchants. of known eminence, 
and by John Jarrett, Neill Malcolm, and John Tharp, Eſquires, Planters, 
whoſe imports into Great Britain are of conſiderable magnitude, the latter 
ſtates his at from 16 to 1700 hogſheads yearly. Theſe Gentlemen are like- 
wiſe well acquainted with the Port of London, they confirm Alderman 
Hibbert's account of the evils which their trade has fuſtained, and declare 
that fuch have induced them to ſend their produce to the Out-Ports, and 
that were it not for old friendſhips, and particular connections, they would 
not-ſend a hogſhead to the Port of London, under its preſent circum» 
ſtances, They likewiſe ſtate their opinion, that the plan fer Wet Docks, 
in the Iſle of Dogs, will effectually remove the evils complained of, and 
that if it be carried into execution, they may be again induced to increaſe 
their imports into the Port of London. 


Some doubts having been infinuated with reſpect to the dryneſs or ſa- 
lubrity of the climate of the Iſle of Dogs, the moſt ſatisfactory evidence 
has been produced to. both thoſe points, of perſons who have long been 


reſident on the ſpot. 
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This then is the evidence, and theſe are the general facts, which muſt 
form the compariſon between the two Bills. If the ey dence adduced be 
true, and the facts are ſaithfully ſtated, it is not too much to ſay, that the 
one Bill woundseno feelings, nor violates any rights the other will deeply 
diſhonour the City of London—it tears with raſh hands the ſeals from 
off their ancient and hitherto vencrated Charters, and eſtabliſhes a pre- 
cedent highly dangerous if not fatal to their exiſtence as a Corpora- 
tion. The one accepts a boon from nature, the other wars againſt 
her. The one muſt lay a ruinous impoſt upon the whole. trade of 
the Port, and particularly upon the great body of Weſt India Planters and 
Merchants, who cannot profit by what they pay for, and who with one voice 
deprecate the meaſure. The other meets the accommodation and the 


wiſhes of the ſame body of men, whoſe claims to attention is the im- 


portance of a trade which laſt year imported to the amount of Ten Mil- 


lions of money, and whoſe tonnage compriſed about one- third part of the 
whole loaded Foreign Tonnage of the Port, and who undertake themſelves to 
defray the expence of their plan, without a ſixpence charge upon any 
other trade. The one holds out liberal compenſation to every deſcription 
of perſons that can ſuffer by the meaſure. The other contains no ſuch 
proviſion, but coldly conſigns numerous families to decay; and in one 


inſtance alone, (the Sufferance Wharfs) a property of more than Z . 500,000 


to annihilation ; conſequently the one has hitherto paſſed the forms of the 
Houſe of Commons without complaint, (for the few petitioners which 
have appeared have ſince confeſſed themſelves fatisfied,) while the other 
has drawn forth numerous petitions, and excited a degree of oppoſition, 
clamour, and complaint, almoſt beyond any former example. 
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Under theſe circumſtances, the Citizens of London cheerfully ſubmit 
their caſe to the wiſdom of Parliament, conſcious of no act to juſtify, or of 
any public neceſſity to demand this facrifice of their rights and privileges, 
they aſſure themſelves, that they ſhall continue the objects of the favour 
and protection of the Legiſlature. 
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